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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartIII—Sec, 4] 


2,1 ^ ^ ^ client cIT?^ ^ 27 3ig^ 1998 ^ 3T1^ SRT 

^rtfrfSl^ w STT I 3fR?T ^ ^ tjgj snw ^ 

SRT 13 ^iRcrtt 1999 ^ W I 


3.1 TJTFIWT^3ltTf ^ 3Tf^ 31T?n^ if g^IT ^ ^IcTOH t cTT?^ ^ ^ WT 
W ^ 53T ^ f ^ ^ ^ 3I^f^ 3^k %>ft t I ^ 3THn^ 


(i) ^ cT^Ier ^ fc!l^T f^ ^ cITHr yI?T 7 r t # kiH'i1'i)«Jl gRI 3TFRft7 ^ wim 

t I xjiTfftTM ^ ^ ^ gft irm gjt Tj^t ^ gR i 3 t?t: 

'{■igi ng'R cfR^ ^ jn?^ c^ig '<gi4l g^t Pi^«ki 15>gi ^ l 


(ii) wJWfsrTv ORTOH ^ 1 ^ 10 % to Ji 1 ?r ^ 3 TR^t cn?#fT gfRr gjt ^<wm 

gRR ^ t 3 Tg g^igvf xfftf ^ gr? w t I 


(iii) TfR cM ^cJnrnM Rigt ^ wet 3000 jrw m g 5 l# jrr ^ 

gimr I figfif^ ^ ^ ^ngg ^f # l ?Tr ngg? gRi hrr 

g^ gR^ iR*ng g^^gr ^ngr t 1 


(iv) dtjVi if 3TfElgjt?r wfr ^-Plglfuid ^ a^R c^ g? t gRgg if argir Rsf^tgr^ ^ ^ai 
gj’ff gcT 'c^ ^ if gjH gR^ f 3fk Ff^ srfSfgj jwr ^ if f 1 gf^ gtr 

^ ^RT g^ %gT gfiFTT ^ gw ^ gwgr ^ ^ %ng 

3^r gft4 'gRi 1 


3.2 cicM?t(id ggtRTtrfiF^Gilg ^ 16 %rfg 7 99 ^ gsr ^ uf^ iF^t f^Riif g? 

f^gr t ^ cigB ^ ggg if 3Tiir alk ^ grR gr giFvf g^t gfg gw ^ ggir ^ dd'tfgr gjFvi 
g?t gfg ggg?t gw ^ g^ t 1 


4- ^ ^ WTwwg, gg^ggw att? TRrjftjTT^ g^ gg^ aifimg gngir ^ fofg ifgft 

gt I gg^I'M ^ arwncigg g?i gffg gRir att? gg g^ argir gg ggig gR^ gg arg^ ggr 1 gtR ^ 
gf aig^ %gT ggr 1 % ci? giofgpT ^ gjf^ gijcT gRir ^ wgRig ^ glggart gg 

^ jRgrg ir^r^ ^rrgg arggrt gic^t grl^gi 1 ^ gi^ ir 4 f fcRdR % wrri' i ^ag^ ugg 
f^nrfrrrgf gg w fg gggR t ■- 
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^ ^RR ^=qw (t;*< 


(i) MllSl'it>'(^ 1998 A Wil^R ^ % ^1?^, WT ^ ^ ^ 

12 (ii) A TjTTM€t ^ 13H ^ Sir ^^RTOpfr ^ f^ c^ti^h ^ ^ 

w Jmrf^ ^ ^ TTH ^ ^ I ^ ^ ^ ai^TTN crg;?r gJt i 

^ ^ ^ iTH (ftTiB3n^ ^ ^ ^ 'fmH aJt I cnf^ ^ 

^ Pjy^Rd 3 WR w '«i^)cTi'( eicii ^ iiR ^ ir?fr>T ^ ^ 

?£i^-i ^r imRt wi ^Jrrar ^ ow-ui'ti ^ di^-fra qSRr ^ 

^ w 3ff? c^ ^r?j# 3T^rfecT ^ aft I ?# ^ ^ Tj^rSftft^ ^ (jHiUftlcft ^aweR 

jmr?; jraR otIR ^ 1^ cTr?#fT ^ •gaan ^ ^ ^r stR^i 

^ fc3v dlR)*! (dlRffPT ^0 xm) cfft TTTRRf Wt g>T JRdTcI I 


(ii) daiT Rr?R ^ det'^ dT^ft did) dft d\dl ^ MM ^ STjaH ^TdRi dd 

^gadH dvRT war t i ^ ^ d?Rr dH ^ftjirsTR aif^ cfi^'fm dJRr 

^ )fTdFT d>^ ^ t I 3R d^ dR dft drfeRd XIII ^ 3iafR %! 
srftdn^R ^ dR dd PfdiRa dft ^ I 


(iii) 4 d^ A dT^ dl^ ^ it ^ ^ SRR dtjc^ %d dfRt t I d^ MReft it 
cR^TJT JTMTd MdldM JRN ^ StR^T dft dTfctdd XIII if RtdtRd d^ (^^) if 
1^ detr^ fftd? % deRr dT^ dRT ^ fctd RraiRd d% dft ^eRT if d|d dR t I 


(iv) dRT ^ dRr dft dRt fd dftdt dj ddR dft dTT ^ ^3ft dft ^ 

^ arfftd^ d^ MRI dfT I ft dcfl^ fftdd ftt^ ^ fftd ft di| did dflftt dnft) t "ddffti 

ddft cll^ftM dftd R? ft dR ^ WdlRd dft Rift) f | 


(v) vf?TdT ft dd dtp ddft dTcft cftd fftftftt odPTR ft efft drdRRt dft 3TTd?ddjdT3ft 
dft gdt dR ^ I 


(vi) vidtdf ft dd dd dRft dtcft dftrft dft ftftrt dddSR, ftIftdT Rtft ^ irgdd 

^ ft d^ C^ dtT ddnft I ft T^ftfftftf fftftd ^ ft dftld ftd ftR ddRTTF dft eft 
fetg '^em! H dld dRft) t I Rdftd ddd 3Tfftf)dM, 1908 dft dRT 2 eftd Ifd ddd dRddft 

dft dtfftfftdd ^ dddftr dft RPJ Rftr ft Tgd JtdR ft I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part m— Sec. 4] 


(Vll) ^iyU8) ^ RSPT 31^^ ^ ^ WcIjK 

SRI ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 'JllcHM'idl ?RP yTcTOPfi ^ RTf#fT ^5^1 

^ ^^idN ^ ^ ^'lR<d ^FTO ^ TTgj Tjsjg? H-tdld H't^d f^RTI I 

(viii) ^ gjEH c^ f^ sFPft m ^ wm crjr 

^ t^RIT \5n?n, ^ cpt^ 3iid;;«cpai ^ ^ cRltf^ ^<Rt ^ ^ JTRT^ ^ 

•gTRiH gR^ gjT 3i8j ^ ^ I ^ ^jTctfM offt Rrat ^ w R^i^i'd ^ ^ ^ 
I 

(ix) R^#iT ^ ci?r crq;p?t ^ jptnsH ^ RnRHf^d spR^nt tr f^^iR i^ ^5 mt # :- 


(i) 

3rai?RT^ft^ ^TH ^ M<^^K 

(cpj) <?1<tv1'J\ 

(^) 

(^) a>i^i^ 

(ii) 

RN gKI fcPR ^ foi^i 'tldl RdH 

^ RRft t 

(cj?) 

(^) di^ rRr^h 

(iii) 

RH 5RI R^dd dJt <^<11311 

dft 3ir5f% 

(di) Rf^Rd d5) d^yi 

{^) RR'Hkll^ ^ d?[ TtodT 
{^) 5rfc\*^16 ^ 

(iv) 

^RJR RT^ dl^ 31^ dPT gRT 

^RcfFT RT^ dl^ RRT^ d?f RTRI 

(di) d)Mfi RRd^H ^ folij 
{13) dTsft mRcI^H ^ 


s^ipi^xi’Tl PImm (i;ti'<^iiITj) 

(i) T?RM€t ^r ^ ^wrm ^ cn^ ^r RT?#fT ^ ^ ^ io/- w 

xfri ^3TR^t Jr*TR ^RJR f^RTT ^RdT SIT I t<ic ^'idcl STT^) dcid 

JITcft Rttf g®!RRIT ^ t I efRT^ f?PR ^ JI^ Ricr fcT^ ^ ^ 

^ ^d5[ pPR Wdfl R? cPR -Sld^ cfT^ '^jRRIFtl sfR ^ arl1?[cp|Rt(\ 

ctnft^ Tfcf vt6i^ ^rPTH/craswr ^iRtfr ^ rRt - ^ ^ f?m[ t I 

(ii) '^cRi #fr wcfr ^ ^rR% cjicfr t f^ io/- ■« jifcrni? itfri ^3 tr^ g?r rttft 

^ afr I ITT^ 1999 ^ ^ ^ RIRI ^ 3Tf^ 31^ ^ tlR^ 

dldl ^ ^wRf ^ MRd^d Qi 4|| ««7ii4 ft^R ^ cTtcft 

oi l til R7 w^ctp 10/“ RD Uf^ RT? Jll^ ^STR^f ^ f^aiT I 

(iii) k!H«i1iJ1^l R? dcHRH ^Idmid cPR ^ ^ t I ^ cflMpl^l iR Rif^m 

R?RT ^ RRf ^JWIT 0'<cii '<|\Ji'{d ^cjRIH ^ ^gTR l^aiT R^IT ^ I RTR 't<ll41 
^ ^ 3IR^ giait ^ 'ddW*'< R«l\<(dl3lt 3Rrfd %t^tR RT?RI RR ^ ^ f I 

(iv) TTRfr>M SRT «IRT^ ft^R ^t RI?^ R^tR ^T 500% g5t ^ ^ t f^ 

Rttfr d>l4 3ifrlRdd ^f^aiT dl ^^TdT RRRdI dRI^ R^ ^ I 
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(\) ^ %n ^i<Rn t i 

(ii) SRI ^ Sit ^ ^ I 

(iii) cflf^ sfr IT'Wlfctcl ^ t I 3lf®IS) ^ 3l1?lg^ 50 TO Jl1% ^ 

t|it^ ^EistfElgi ^ t I 

5.2 JiRT ^ JR^ artiRcT ci?f ^ s^i ^OTg?f ^gjapTR^ ^mi arot sfR ^ 

^ 1 

6. RTf^ ^r 15 2000 g>r ^ ^ ^ ^ i i| vs^riISri 

miig^i'^j ^ aRRt f^d Picis^ ^ jr^ apRl fcRn^ / ds^r cj^r ^ i T?iRRRr?Rjdr3TlTj % 

didi ^ ^ it dim t d=Efifc5 dltd ^ dRit ^ dW dlt^ dR? d^ 1 

^ dd7 fcii 1^ 3idf& if Rid ddR^t d^ f ddT aidftf ^ fcdy ift dd^ ndR ddjc^ dn^ f I 

7. ^gddi^ ^ dK TjdMr^t ^ aidif d?^ d^T f^rar^ d5t ^ atrir afr? JR^ 

I ddd % fiR#rfed aif^lRdd dl^ dl^ > 

(i) WdR ddR ?J?dJ 3Tt^ afR ^^aiR ^ 3I#1 dtlf^ d?RT d5t d^ l!TR5Wr€t ^ ^ 

I^FT f^ddfi 3Td^-atd^ ai1?I^ A aM^aid^ diltldd? dd sraW Wt if 
ddiif arl^fdRJ t I 

(ii) d^dd cR'}''! all? ^idTRd tldMld d^ ^ dl^ if dR ^ 1 ^ ^Tdf ^ d^ 1999-2000 
A> dTFRT f^ddd if 88% dd dlCl Roidl ddf % I 

(iii) aidif ddtdiM ^ ddi^ ii ^ ^ ^ ijd^M d? df^ 85 dJ^ to ^ aif^f^ 
73^ dd d)?T dd ddT % I 

(iv) iR?f di^)^i1% if, WRiWJRaitd SRi 1^ dd ai^^ ^ d^dw cRfdid ddRl if dd^ 

R|if if ??T iRR aidid ddRd mt if afR 3#d^ l 

8. ??T ildT ^ cITdd l^td?^ afR fd d)RT ^ dRd d?) di) d| I ^t^tfflT it PlHfc4Rad dlcf 

?dV^ ?tc?f ^ :- 

(i) ddd ^ dit d?J??t dradldt, Rtdt aiTf^- SRI d^dd dd?dT? ^ ?R5RT d^t RTdd d5) 
Tjf(t feld ^ dTRt) t I dd-ifdT 'ddd ?R5TR ‘ ^ dif 1999-2000 cITdd fctddd if 
aif^titd I^BTdT ddT t I ildl ^ filTT cddd ftcRR d# t ddt% ^dcf 

^ eftdt ^ fild dirf 1^ifd ildT dl '^f^dT dddW d^ dRI^ 'Jll'^1 I did RTd dR ?€f 
d^ tRtt dd dRT^ ftd? if W RRH t afR fR ddd? dd-ildl'dllM A daj 
afR ctd? (^j^) ‘ if dddd dT^-?n ?l^ ^ i di^ d? ^ gisdd: d^ ijd 

d€td RRdTdt SRT dMddJ dRT^ dfRft WTR if dd dd> defif dlcif eftdt if 
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(tt) ^ ^ ^ tTH (frqTOTR ^ 7^-1) WItR JI^c^ ^ 19 

2000 ^ 3T1^ gRT ^ 31*^ 35/- 750 jrf^ ^3it3rR^ hIcIHI^ ^ ^ 

dti'Jl ^ M<jVi 1^ cTT^^RT ^4>kT I 

(ii) t '(IIHM TRffRT ^ ^ ^Jc<P 3lk TTPtf ^ ^ETcT^ cJT^ ■'JtcRIFff 

^ fcrf^tWT ^ cfSTT 3TJI?RUT 7SR7, ^ 3fR ^ 3TT1^ ^ 3J7fR dl^'^l'H 

’^^RT tRJd cfR 7?T f I 

aldli 'j|<?t 3fR ^ ’It w4l<l ^R^ft ^ I ’tt vJ^ TR^TTR ^ 
RT?#fI t1?RT gR?n t ftTR 3fR ^ fc^ cTPJ ^ ^ ^TH ^- 

f^FT t I 

(iii) cpM jrm atk Tl^idw jwr ^45Rt 4 7l?fl«H gR^ ^ jr^ w 3?g^ 

1998 ^r 31^Tt^ gR^ t jrmra W 3ra^ 1998 3T^q1^ t fcHf ^Fn 

®JT I 5371 TFTIf Rerapfr ^ fcT’? RT^TRT uTlxii cFT Hfldl wi(t)qt>y;ui TIFT^ ’T^ f^^K 

^ fRlJ -1^ STFfT aJT I tRn TWcRf; §'Hfc1k; ^3TT f^ Hrii ^ TTRTcT WiRl cjft <jf^ % 

^ ^ cfit iTgFI JPT ^ Tmr ^Fn 3lR71^5FFft RcFIFfr 5R TTtfTcFT 
imr? afR yvR ^ ^ 7Fff?m ^ c^ w srf^ cgn w i 

^ TtpTT TmicFT jmR 3lR ^ c^ FFf^ A jnf^mRUT ^ 
?rdTfct5 107f ^ TFTTT cj^T ai^rfrf^ f^ «IT cTSTlft ddJJUt clif cTIW^^ 

^r TJFJWtSt gRT WWI^d ddijnf ^ cFft^TUT ^ gjRni 10% ^ 3Tl?ra^ ^ ^ I 
^sF^Wt^t HTrlFJ ^ TRltf^ F’ftgRW «rR ^ '(■h'C JW cbgl ’FJT STT I 5Rg 
IRFFT c^ 3T3«Fft A ?7r 31T7FI gF 5jq^ m t^SRra^t- oRF f^ g5?T "W %, fcR^ 
7t^«n F^ ^ Ff I ITRt itt F^ccl^uj FFT F? ^ 1^ RF ?7T iftt^ ^T cPF^FT# gtt ^ 
eJt F«r 5T7Rft3F^ 3fk SF^IRTTTTV TT^F stt ^ TOF gRT W7FTf2)d JF- 

cpffgRnr ^ TRFT ^T cpt^ 3TTFf^ Fi^ g§t eft I 

(iv) RFFUFt ^ f? 1 V| FR - tFPFR FcTT^ f^FF vil^l FF HfRi FR^ afR f^7 «IF'<1 FF JFfFT 

FR^ F? 1Rtt- FjRT FTJcT FR^ F?f FTF FF^ F^ t I FTJc^ FTRiF) 3TmR F7 t 

RtHFF RtFt gRI FtTF RfM ^PT JF/FT FR^ F?t 7R5F R ^ TTFF F^ t I ?7Rt 
FF 7W t % FTJpSt FtR F?r ThRlFl FF 7TTFPF JraRj c^ ^ foR Ft ^ Ffntt t, 
57# # 3#F^ TfFM^ ^ Tfjg A Fc# FT# RtFt ^ RPlFFF Ft fc# ^ I 3R FftFt 
gRT FcT# R<R FT FF7 FF JTFtF FF^T^jR F^ ^ I f^Rft itt Rtlfcl ^ cTTF ^JF? ^ 
TTFF ^r FFTT^ f^R 3# ^ ^ Fit F^ tR TIFFtt I FtR FF FF FF^ 1% FFI^IF F^ 
FF FTF FtR Ft ^ t^TR f^TT# gITT JRTTRicT t I 3TF; ^ iJFFt JTFR RfT 3TPlFliJ ^ 
FTTcF t, dy5>HFd F# t I TjFi f^TFlF gRT 7#Fd JTFR F^t F7J# i^T ^ f^fFTF FF 
Rf'-^ui TTFTR F^f ^ FTTFT I ffFtFFT3Tt F^t ^ ^ ^ dt cT ^[FFTF tRR Fit FR^ ^ 
FdF c^ IcRTFT Fit F^ I 

FF Fc#gitF t ^ 3TTO ft^FT deTT 5#t FTg ^ TrcRr FT# #F RF 
FF^ F7 FTT# f dt t TJFFi 51FR F# ^ FFtf^ 5F ^ 7®JT# Fit FF^ FF FTF FTFl 
FTTdT t I FcTT^ f^R ^ FH^ FT# #Ft '$ FTFR ^T # F# FTd dFRtFd tt# I 3Td. 
FF 3TTF?FF5 ^ FF7 F^ Ft FTF ^ 57T 3FFF F^ ?Ttt ## dR' FdF TtFTcfF 
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THE GAZETTE OF IMDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


IPartIII— SF-r. 4] 


^5^ imK ^ ■yran ^ ^ t ^ 

M iraW cu^ cfr ^ ^ ITH 3I#T dll'll'H Tfr^ T ^ 
\jfFfi ^raicR ir>iN an^ ^ cift yn^ ciitfl jhiPt 

cR^r C^ c^t ylTT^ I 

^ iraR ^ ^ aRPt^I (^^tTfiaiN 3I#T) ^fyR^t^ ^cKJu'I gRI ^ 
Fflf#?! TilRT cjit ^ Old^Jini gRI WT g>t 3RI yrfM/afSRRN WN cFT MtH ^ 
'Htiidd Rw; IWR arrf^ an^ A ^ w arrawF t i 

(v) vfBM ^ ^ ^ tlT# Httfr efT?#fT RM 'IM'W cl?t ^eRT ^ RtR cJ^T 
aRi y)d^R ^FtM jwr^r ^ ^ cn^ i 

t!l(R 'OT ^ (iii) A w t, 1998 fcFT T? ^ ^Nh 

^ cR cfTcfl cfHt ^ NT?#H R^tTf ^ ^ ^ g?5JRJT RtR gRT 

HRfllcFT gT: cpiflgRN ^ ^RUT cRTT 500% ^ t I 31^^ ^ ^ 

anwrai ^ cHTif^ 3 r ti? hihcr ■^f^t^iRd <^fd ^ RTf^cRnr 
dRcF i ^ ^ an t I ^ ^ ^ ^ cFd*i^ gR^ ^ n?^ PinfeiRad ^ r fSitiR 
^Rni .airaw^ ^ rrt t ■- 

(n>) dii^'fi'H trq# ^ RnTR RfcrtiFfi ^ nifew nn jnl^tnRnT 

R?^ ^ ai^ifRn nR ^ aitf 3R n? cRtR ^ ni^ ^ jmFff t I WRi 
nr^ fiM ^ cnfew ara rjI^ nRn^ rr^ Rcrnpti 
am RRTtcRt I 

(^) ijn^t'fr^t gRi ^ iratn ^ rr^ ^ RnRH ^ 

3TR% ^ ^ RH il yRTOptr ^ cFRY^I ^ €t cpffnRN Tn ^ I 

vjcii^>{ui ^ trR ^ ipfFT nR^ nicff Rtn ^ rh ^ 

a#n 40/- ^ irf?I ^aiR^ iri?t m? n>t cn?^ RiRt ^ t l tYn? 

yi^t cpT mtn gR^ nic^t RRit ^ ^ ^ n?t RRft t (Y nn mtn 

rrY nrYfl Htnt ^ ^ ?# irr? ^ amr^ rm ^ n?l ^mFRiait Yl in>R 
RT ^ecPcTT I 

(n) ddRHl ^ cjft CRJ^ ^R^ ^ RRYsR Yt RRRlRt 

d)jflR^'<u | c[?f aftR f^R^f ^ ^ Rra ^ ^ ^ RRcnfn nR^ ^ wrtr 

^ RRi^ n^t Rffn nRRT ariStg^ aM^Ro ?TnT i 

(^i) R?^ ^ RiteRui ^ RnFraiatl Yl rm ami^Mi ^ arraR tt anRcnf^ rfrYt 

n^TRxFfi ^ a?1Si'<^Ria r^c^ ^ nR-?R rI^crYt f^Rn Rn-Rn ^ aYl 
an-TciiT^ IJR^t r^^ m Y( ^ ^ ^ ai^f^ra tl 

amm Rif^lgROT ^ rvjc^I A iRr^Ih nn nmen ?^r?n R^ctRr amiRj 
^n?iFH rrY ^nm rrY fcFj ^ i 

(^.) mn^ Yr ^ 1^ nti cpflgRN rY arjRin nj?T rt ^ngRR i 

R^ ^ ^IRRn t RTM ^ ^pjft ^ ddRUl’ RH^ ail^In) 
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HTO ; 3THT W’T 
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^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ JT?];cyjf 4 ar^r^ wtri Trifren ^ 

Wr vJM^cfifl cnftcm cf5^ 3#^ T-fT?J^ OT ^ v5IT ^fm^?TT t I 

qtB ^ #fn ^ ? fctJ ^ ^ ^ gr?T^ c^ gilt ^r 

(31«rf?T 3l^ cfT^ JWR WT ''ftw if) ^ 4 

^ITSI 'SOmI ^ ^ % 31?T- HtH ^ fcn^ ^ Srf^t^ \JMy<w gl^ii 1% ^ 
f^JllT cjft Mtsn 34? cpt 4 ^ 3^#? n^c^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ 

t4?gcT irraicl JT!^ Cf4 I 

(vi) yti^-w ^ ?ryi^ pttr; cpT^q sm?, ^Ttr jmi^ srrf^ ^ 

^ 3R[4 TfRiwr ^T^R c^ ^R^r t44!t ^sjt 4^ jtr? 

cjyj^rt (t><^ ^ JRfRf^ '4 vfeRIRT c4 4t^c^ cpffgs^UT 'm 415TT cf>?4 cR RuJiJ cfj?cTT 
t I 4 % 3n4w W ^ ^RRtR JPTR 3TI4^ c^ clSd 'STcRTR fd'.J 

c^T?#fT ^ 44 ^17^ ylW4t c4 iTRcTt 4 4^ c4 J^fR c7T?#7T ^#71 ^ cRJcft 
?mM g??4 ^ ^ 14^ 4 f444r I 

(vii) 3T7cRgj ?R ??T 3 Tt 4^ ^ f4) ?naT iRTTRTJot 'cZR^R fjfvR W t, ^■UR =4 

fdR cTi?4rH ^ jmrftcr <jj^4 ^ ?t»r 4 ^ cfFRfiRj cf4 ?w ^ 

f4tr ^t 4 4 ^ ?R? WT t I 44^1 4 R?(fr!I TOR 3Tf4f47JR, 1908 

RRRET ^ R?? f 34? TOR ?Ttf4f4cf5 RWlt cR ^ R?F vJwRR W^ TOT? cRJ^ 
Rf R7? ?lcRTT I 

R?g TO^WSt 4 Jp?T 114) TOR 4 r r 4 cnjc4 rtr^ cj 4 Rt?#!T tor 
3Tf4f4TO ^ 44ra4r ^ r4rvt? stcr 4 offtr ci4 ^irtr^f i rrr 4 r? f4^cr?T f^^TRT rt 
1cr> RTtR TO[4 ^ RTR RRg^R TOTTR 4 rT? t^iRT WTT 34? r 4 R^ITOR 
jrrf^cpRR ^ f^iRT rtit^rt i tor gi?T r? f4w?T Rcii^ ^i4 ^ rtr 'torr w 
rn?4tRTTfTi^^3ri4RRT4ffTR4'^ TOTIR TOgR R^t 44RT RRT I fR Rf^CT 4 

•<IR4t4r^t Cf4 ^pnR f4RT T5Wf t 44 Rf IR RTR4 r 4 RTIR R7?R5 RRT^ffR TOTTR JRfR 
RT^ I 

(viii) tnHi)7RiRC'<?l34R 5I?T cn?4?T q4?T 4 RTiM cR4 r 4 3R4t RFT r 4 Rf4R R??i4 t 
7R-43IRR, r?4r c 4 14^ ??4 3TTf4 t4 rt4 4 14^ RR cTt4 ^ rtr4 r4 ^rcT 
44RR4tci rrt 4 t I 4 ^rr ^gRR]^ 4 TO4t3n^ Sf?i f4R rr 4 rf ?r^ t 44 
RTtR ?RTf4Rl 4 cRF?>?I r4?T RR 4I?T 3Tr 4 R^ 4 RRT? R? 14441 cTT^RT R? 
FT41 f^RT 4 I 

(ix) cRR f^TR 3TRf4 4 RcT ?4f ‘R^ sl^l 4 R?T 3TR4T 4 4t TOT4 r 4 R?j4t R>?4 ^ ?t«4T 4 
t??t413r4 ?ir 14rt RRT rc 4 fciRT?^ 4 I RR? r4 c4 rtr 4 14^4% rtI^r? r? ^ 
3TTR URI Rrf4R> CRF4R t^ff Rgc? ^?4 RR RRRR 4 I 4 RIcTR TOT? 34? cr4r TOR 
3TT41T 4 41 F?4 nw RR RTRRTR ?rTf4RT RRRT 4tclRRTOTR 44fT l RRR ^ ?rRT?R 34? 
■\3 ?Tc4 3r4r R? FR RTRRIR R>7 RR7 TO7R 4rR7 ??T^ RT4 4 RRRR cfH 3l41 RTRRcT r44 
^HR>I^1 R^ 4 I 3TR; Rt14rrR RrMsTT^ R4 ^R 4R7 4 1^ RF ??T RTReT r 4 gaiRT 
4 RTTR r4 34? R7RRTR TOR RSR RR4r SR7? 3R4?T 4 ?RflRR RR JRRIR FR^gR r4 I 
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10.1 ^I^ ^ cim ^ 3TmR ^ ■'JldilR ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ xjcTi^tjRr yimi 11 


10.2 xil?lcp'<o| ^qy ^ ^ iflR ^ <9®-1 ^ Pl*^f^Ri3d *11^ Aflll^d ^ % :- 


TfPT TfxridT JTRT^ mn ^I?RRTT, JRT?, 3thr 3^1 ^ 371^ 

^ ?I?cT 'deHTR i> cl^#fT ^ ^ gi^ ^ jf#T ^ dl^^i'd 

q>tTr 3icinT ^ cRjei ^ gSt ^rnptt i' 


10.3 5^ JRFR infslgr^nr ^ T1^ vHflloR JJTTR, ^glilTTI, cI^^^^IT JFTN; oPT^WcI 3lk 3RI #11 

^ 311^ ^ m1#FT Xni ^ 3R#r #5: ^>1 # 3T^ifrf^ % :- 


Wi ^ 31?}# #5IT5^ 3# ^ ^ iTH c^ ^-I ^ 311#T cTIf#ET ^ cTT^ 

^oRIT^'} R7 dcT^UHl ^ dTf#T R?# 3?dT ^ erg?! ^ gf} WTJ# l' 


10.4 ip?^#t€} gfr 3??#} itr ^ ^q^fei viiPici hr #^i gnen 11 


11. ^ ^ ^ ^ y)4^cw 3T#?T ^ 3T3WT w# gi^ Tr?f1?R ?Tr 3TI^ ^ TlRcf 

^1 3T#^gf#T ^ gft dl^l'a ^ #!T TRTRT ^ ^ gig HTTTcIt ^ I 


g;?!. irm, rbew 

[1#rm/ir[/iv/i43/2(X)6/aTOro] ' 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTMCATION 

NewDelhi, the 13th March, 2001 


No, TAMP/36/2000-MBPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48 and 49 of the Major Port Tnists 
Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the TariflF Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the representation submitted by the Mumbai 
Ship to Shore Launch Owner’s Association relating to payment of licence fee for water conveyance payable at the Mumbai 
Port Trust, as in the Order appended hereto. 


[VFTlll 
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SCHEDULE 

Caie NQ.TAMP/3W2000 - MBPT 

Th« Mumbai Ship to Short Launch > - - Applicant 

OwntUs Aaaoclatlon 

Vs 

The Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) — Raspondont 


O B -P E. 

(Passed on this 14th day of February 2001) 


This case relates to a representation received from the Mumbai Ship to Shore 
Launch Owner's Association (MSSLOA) relating to payment of licence fees for water 
conveyance payable as per the MBPT Scale of Rates. 

2.1. The licence fee for water conveyance levied by the MBPT was revised by this 

Authority’s Order dated 27 October 1998. As advised, in the said Order, the MBPT had sent a 
comprehensive listing which was notified by this Authority on 13 January 1999. 


2.2. This Authority had revised the Scale of Rates charged at Bunders vide Its order 

dated 19 July 2000, based on a proposal to this effect received from the MBPT. 

3.1. The MSSLOA has stated in Its representation that the Licence fee for the 

Water conveyance has been increased five-fold by the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) which is 
most unjustified and uneconomical for Launch Owners. The MSSLOA has given the following 
main points in its representation: 


(I). It is giving ship to shore service, which normally Is to be given by the MBPT. 
As the MBPT cannot cater to the demand of ship to shore service, it has 
appointed private launch owners to give services. 

(ii) . The MSSLOA has been paying Rs.lO/- per GRT to the MBPT as Licence fee for 

Water conveyance, which is revised upwards by five times. 

(iii) . No such charge is levied on Mumbai Port's Launches, JNPT Launches and 

around 30CX) Fishing Trawlers, which also ply in MBPT waters. Hence, the 
charges levied from them are discriminatory. 


(iv). In the launch Industry, most of the owners are self employed and actually work 
on the launches as crew alongwith their relatives and such exorbitant levies are 
unaffordable. If the new revised charges are not waived, they will be left with no 
other alternative but to stop plying the launches. 

3.2. Subsequently, the MSSLOA has forwarded a copy of its letter dated 16 

September 99 wherein it has been stated that the demand for ship-shore service has dropped 
considerably due to recession in shipping and reduction in ships call at the Mumbai Port. 


4. A copy of the representation was sent to MANSA, INSA and SCI for their 

comments. The MBPT was requested to examine the representation and offer its comments. 
The Port was also requested to elaborate the logic followed by it while proposing re- 
categorisation of floating craft for the purpose of levying licence fee for water conveyance. The 
comments received from them are summarised below; 

M. Mnif? fllP grtTr MgLi MTO 

(i). Prior to the revision by the Authority in 1998, the MBPT Scale of Rates in 
^ Clause 12 (ii) of schedule of Port dues prescribed that the licence fee for water 
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conveyance would be recovered as prescribed in Section i of the Scale of 
Rates charged at the Bunders. Thus, the rates prescribed were the same as in 
Bunder Scale of Rates (BSR). However, charges prescribed for iicence fee 
skipped recovery under the impression that if the charges prescribed in Section 
I of BSR were paid for the use of Bunders, no further recovery at the same 
rates was required to be made by way of licence fee for water conveyance. In 
view of this, the MBPT proposed inclusion of a table (table No. XIII) in the 
MBPT Pilotage, towage etc,, Order clearly indicating payment of licence fee for 
water conveyance. 

(ii) . Launches, which ply from Bunders as well as from Ballard Pier are required to 

pay the charges under both the scales of rates. As the craft plying from 
bunders are paying monthly licence fee provided in the BSR, a comparatively 
lower rate has been prescribed for them under Table XIII of the relevant Scale 
of Rates. 

(iii) . In respect of craft operating from bunders, both the charges are recoverable. 

However, In such cases the rates prescribed in the Table XIII of the towage 
and pilotage fees order are much less compared to the rates prescribed for the 
crafts operating from the Ballard Pier which is in the Dock. 

(Iv). The amount payable by the launches cannot be considered to be high 
considering the services provided by the MBPT to these launches. They ply to 
and from Ballard Pier Jetty several times a day although the licence fees are 
charged only once In a month. 

(V). Ship to Shore launches are basically catering to the needs of the vessels 
engaged in foreign trade. 

(vi) . Ship to Shore launches cannot be compared with the launches used by 

Customs, Coast Guard, Navy, etc. These agencies render services to safe 
guard the coastal region and the harbour, in particular. Section 2 of Indian 
Ports Act 1900 exempts vessel belonging to Central and State Governments 
from application of provisions of the Act. 

(vii) . As per the First Schedule to the Indian Ports Act (1908) fishing trawlers are 

exempted by the Government from payment of Port Dues. The issue of 
continuance of exemption from the payment of licence fee for water 
conveyance to the fishing trawlers will be examined separately and a separate 
proposal will be submitted in due course. 

(viii). The MSSLOA statement that no charges are levied on MBPT's own launches 
needs no clarification because paying the charges to self will have no meaning. 
No concession is, however, extended to the JNPT’s launches. 

(ix). The factors considered for the purpose of levy of licence fees are as under: 


0). 

Type of craft in operation. 

(a) Luxury 

(b) Ordinary 

(c) Cargo operation 

(ii). 

The category to which service is 
rendered by the craft. 

(a) Cargo transportation 

(b) Carrying of passengers 

(Iii). 

The frequency at which the 
services of MBPT are utilised by 
the craft. 

(a) No. of trips per day 

(b) No. of trips per week 

(c) No. of trips per month 

(iv). 

Quantum of charges levied and 
paid by the craft. 

(a) For cargo transportation 

(b) For carrying of Passengers 



73r^43 
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0). The MBPT initially used to levy a charge of Rs.lO/^ per GRT per month as 
licence fees on launches plying in the harbour of Mumbai. The launches plying 
from Ferry Wharf, Gateway of India are mainly for passengers. The launches 
used from Ballard Pier are exclusively for transportation of ship’s officers, crew 
& ships’ stores / workshop material between Mumbai and vessels anchored in 
the inner anchorages, Mumbai. 

(ii) . The rate of Rs.10/- per month per GRT was uniform for launches starting from 

all the above three points. However, from March 1999, the Mumbai Port Trust 
has kept charges for launches starting from Gatevwiy of India and Ferry Wharf 
unchanged but have increased the tariff from Rs.10/- per month per GRT to Rs. 
50/- per month per GRT on launches starting from Ballard Pier. 

(iii) . The vessel traffic at the MBPT is declining. The Launch service companies are, 

therefore, burdened with loss of revenue with the five-fold increase in Licence 
fees. The Launch owners are passing on the burden to the users i.c. Shipping 
Lines. 

(iv) . There is no additional facility or service provided by MBPT to the launches at 

Ballard Pier to justify an increase of 500% in the Licence Fee. 




(i) . The Launch Owners are providers of service for mariners / tourists visitors 

and passengers. 

(ii) . No value addition is provided by the Port. 

(iii) . The proposed rate of increase in licence fee is not justified. At the best it 

could be a fee not exceeding Rs.50 per launch. 

5. A copy of each of the comments received, was forwarded to MSSLOA for their 
information and further comments. 

6. A Joint hearing in this case was held on 15 September 2000 in Mumbai. At the 
joint hearing, the parties present reiterated their views / arguments already furnished in their 
written submissions. The MSSLOA pointed out that they had to go to Bunders because no 
other place had been given to them for parking launches. The SCI argued that the levy was 
charged even for periods when the launches were not operating. 

7. After the joint hearing, the MBPT filed its further written submission reiterating 
Its views given earlier. The Port has made the following additional points: 

(i) . Recovery of licence fee under the Pilotage Fee Order and BSR is essential in 

order to enable two different departments of the MBPT to exercise their 
authority in their respective jurisdictions. 

(ii) . The composite towage and pilotage service is in deficit for the last couple of 

years. The cost statement for this service for 1999-2000 shows a deficit of 

88 %. 

(iii) . Owing to an upward revision of the wages of its employees, the MBPT is 

burdened with an additional expenditure of Rs.85 crores annually. 

(iv) . In the circumstance, any reduction in the existing charges as requested by the 

MSSLOA will result in further increase of the revenue deficit under this activity. 
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0 . Tho costing details of the activity and the genesis of this fee have been 

scrutinised. The scrutiny reveals the following points: 


(i) , Tho Port Duos are levied to cover ttio cost of conservancy of the Harbour, 

v/hich is used by the vessels, launches, etc. The cost statement for 1999 - 
2000 of the sub-activity ‘Port Conservancy’ shows surplus. There is no 
separate cost statement for the specific service as no special service or facility 
is provided exclusively for these launches. The launches are parked at the 
Ballard Pier when not plying and thus there is a small link to the sub-activity 
‘Berthing & Mooring at the Docks'. This sen/ice is, however, predominantly 
availed of by larger foreign-going & coastal vessels and revenue from ship to 
shore launches being very small will not make any sizeable Impact on the 
deficit of the senrice. 

(ii) . The inclusion of Table XIII in the 1998 Order prescribing ‘license tee for water 

conveyances', classifying boats, craft & launches plying from the Ballard Pier 
Jetty along with barges and prescribing a common rate of Rs. 50 per GRT per 
morrth therefor has given rise to the grievance of these launch owners. The 
MBPT has clarified that, prior to amendment in 1998, the Order prescribed as 
folto\Ars: 


“12. License fees for water conveyance: The foes for grant of license 
for Passenger Boats/Craft will be recovered as prescribed in Section I 
of the Scale of Rates charges at Bunders (Approved under TR. No. 81 
of 1991)’’. 

This position was Interpreted to mean that separate charges should have been 
recovered by the Port Department under this order as well and this skipped 
attention. To make this view more explicit, a specific table XIII was 
incorporated in the 1998 Order. 

(iii) . That the above-^ited interpretation is not appropriate will be clear if a 

reference is made to para. 5 of the Agenda note included in the preamble of 
the MBPT Res. No. 81 of 1991. Amendments were proposed to the Port of 
Bombay Passenger Boats (Amendments) Rules, 1978, administered by the 
Port Department and to the Bunder Scale of Rates, administered by the Docks 
Department with a view to prescribing a composite charge to be recovered by 
only one agency instead of two charges by two departments. 

(iv) . The rate of Rs. 50 per GRT per mensem prescribed in table No. XIII referred to 

above was not objected to by barge-owners’ representatives who had 
participated in the joint hearing held in June 1998 in the case No. TAMP/2/97- 
MBPT. The MBPT officials explained that since it became difficult to recover 
anchorage charges as the movement of barges could not be precisely 
monitored, a higher composite license fee was proposed for barges. 

9 . With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of 

this case, and taking into account the arguments advanced at the joint hearing, the following 
position emerges: 

(i). The launches operating from Ballard Pier are subjected to the following levies 
of the MBPT: 


(a) . Port Dues @ Rs. 1 .10 per GRT once in 6 months. 

(b) . Licence fee for water conveyance @ Rs.SO/- per GRT per month under 

the Table XIII of Port of Mumbai Pilotage, Tug Assistance, Towage, 
Mooring and Other Services Fee Order, 1998 (Revised vide TAMP 
Order dated 27 Oct. 1998). 
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(c). Licence fee for ueing Bunder* O Rs.3S/- per ORT per month under 
Section I of Bunder Scale of Rates (BSR) (Revised vide TAMP Order 
dated 19 July 2000). 

(ii) . The MBPT is levying Port Dues for general conservancy of the Port and 

Licence fee for regulating the vessels plying in its waters and for use of its 
landing, Jetties, Bunders etc. 

The launches use Ballard Pier jetty as well as Bunders. The Port also charges 
them two licence fees accordingly since the Scale of Rates applicable for 
Ballard Pier and Bunders are different. 

(iii) . The issue of Licence fee for water conveyance did not come to be examined in 

depth by this Authority when the MBPT proposal for revision of composite 
towage and pilotage fees vras considered for approval in October 1998. This 
had happened since this tariff item vras seen as an insignificant one from the 
point of view of revenue generation to the Port; and, more attention was paid to 
the fixation of rates relating to pilotage fee and port dues on ocean going 
vessels. 

Eventhough the overall increase of only 10% was approved by this Authority in 
the composite pilotage fee and port dues case of the MBPT, the increase in 
licence fee for vtrater conveyance had become more than 10% due to re- 
categorisation of vessels proposed by the MBPT. The proposal of the MBPT 
did not explicitly speak about the revised categorisation. However, the 
annexes to the proposal did contain a provision to this effect, which, as has 
been mentioned earlier, escaped detailed scrutiny. Significantly, when that 
case vi/as processed, none of the users including the SCI and the INSA had 
also raised any objection to the re-categorisation proposed by the Port. 

(iv) . Levy of licence fee for water conveyance twice - once for using Ballard Pier 

jetty and again for using Bunders appears to be illogical. The levy is on a 
monthly basis with no relevance to the number of times the launches use the 
Port jetties. This clearly shows that the levy is for general use of Port’s 
properties and more for regulating the launches plying in the MBPT waters. 
That being so, occupation of Ballard Pier jetty or Bunder by the launches is 
immaterial. In any case, a launch cannot occupy both Ballard Pier and Bunder 
at the same time. The Port’s argument that the concerned Scale of Rates are 
administered by two different departments of the Port which necessitates two 
separate charges is not tenable. Levy of a composite charge by one 
department will not take away the control of other department. From the users’ 
point of view, they pay to the Port and not to any particular department of the 
Port. 

It is noteworthy that launches plying from the Gateway of India and the Ferry 
wharf do not pay separate charges when they visit the Bunders as these two 
places are treated as part of the Bunders. It is reasonable to have a similar 
prescription in case of launches operating from the Ballard Pier also. It is, 
therefore, necessary to introduce a conditionality in the Bunder Scale of Rates 
to the effect that no levy of licence fee in respect of crafts paying such charges 
under the Port’s Pilotage and Towage Order shall be made under the Bunder 
Scale of Rates when these vessels use the Bunders. The licence fee paid 
under Pilotage Order shall be taken to cover use of the Bunders also. 

Likewise, a similar prescription in the Pilotage, towage, etc. Order is also 
necessary to make the licence fee payable by the vessels registered under the 
Bunders (under BSR) cover the use of other jetties / landing place of the Port 
by such vessels. 
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(v) . The revenue from licence fee on ship shore launches is negligible when 

compared to the revenue earning of the port from other vessel related charges. 

As has been pointed out in sub-para (iii) above, the increase allowed in licence 
fee of ship shore launchers during 1998 revision comes to nearly 500% mainly 
due to re-categorisatlon proposed by the Port. This steep increase no doubt 
needs to be scaled down prospectively since the issue has come in this 
focussed manner to this Authority's knowledge. Before any such reduction in 
rate is considered, it becomes necessary to consider the following issues: 

(a) . The re-categorisation of floating craft for the purpose of levy of licence 

fee has already been approved by this Authority and is now in 
operation for nearly two years now. Any alteration in the categorisation 
of ship shore launches will have repercussions on the other category of 
floating crafts. 

(b) . A more or less similar categorisation of floating craft is followed by the 

MBPT in its Bunder Scale of Rates for the purpose of levying Licence 
fee for use of Bunders. For example, Launches using the new ferry 
wharf pay a licence fee of Rs.40 per GRT per month under the Bunder 
Scale of Rates. If the rates for the launches using Ballard Pier jetty are 
singled out for reduction, possibilities of getting similar representations 
from launches using bunders cannot be ruled out. 

(c) . It will be appropriate to look into the categorisation of floating craft for 

the purpose of levy of licence fee for water conveyance and bunder 
charges instead of altering the rate for only one category of launches. 

(d) . In the past, this Authority has altered a notified tanff of major ports in 

exceptional cases bas^ on representations received from users, 
when it had noticed that such tariff or the conditionality associated with 
the tariff is found to be totally unreasonable. Otherwise, this Authority 
has always left alteration of tariffs to be done at the time of general 
revision of tariffs. 

(e) . In this case, the categorisation followed by the Port Trust cannot be 

termed as unreasonable. It may have, however, resulted In an 
unintended steep increase in case of some of the categories of floating 
crafts. This aspect can be nwre meaningfully dealt with by 
rationalising the categorisation at the time of the next general revision 
of tariffs of the MBPT. In its own admission, the Port Is facing a huge 
revenue deficit under the activity of providing services at the waterfront 
(i.e. Composite Pilotage and Towage and Port Consenrancy). It is 
appropriate for the port to review the position and come up with a 
comprehensive proposal for adjustment of tariffs under this activity. 

(vi) . In view of the position explained above, this Authority decides to review the 

existing categorisation of floating crafts for the purpc^ of levy of licence fee 
and bunder charges at the time of next general revision of MBPT tariffs for 
Composite Pilotage, Towage, Port Dues etc. It is noteworthy that the Applicant 
association will get immediate relief in view of this Authority’s decision to 
abolish levy of the licence fee for use of the Bunders In cases of the floating 
crafts paying licence fee for water conveyance under pilotage order. 

(vii) . The allegation of the Applicant Association about discriminatory treatment 

meted out to them has been adequately disposed of by the MBPTs 
explanation of actual position with respect to charging the licence fee for water 
conveyance. The provisions in the Indian Port Act 1900 are clear in this 
respert and a Port cannot levy charges in total disregard to the statutory 
provisions. 
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The MBPT has, however, pointed out that the issue of levy of Port Dues will be 
examined separately In the light of an^endments to the Indian Port Act. The 
Port has assured that an appropriate proposal after such examination will be 
formulated and submitted to the TAMP. Nearly, six months have elapsed after 
this assurance was made by the Port, but no such proposal has been 
submitted. In this backdrop, the MBPT is advised to examine this issue and 
fonvard its proposal early. 

(viii). The pleadings of the MSSLOA about self-employmont, survival of the industry, 
etc., made to justify its demand for a reduction in the licence fee only 
sensationalise the issue. From the arguments of the SCI, made at the joint 
hearing, it is clear that the launch owners have passed on the burden duo to 
Increased licence fee to the Shipping Lines. 

(ix). The SCI's argument about levying of charges even during the period when 
launches do not operate deserves consideration. In the Bunder Scale of 
Rates, there exists a provision to collect licence fee on annual basis at 8 times 
the monthly rate prescribed. Incorporation of a similar prescription in the 
Pilotage and Towage order is found to be reasonable. The effect of such a 
prescription on port revenue and its operations management is not known 
readily. This Authority, therefore, advises the MBPT to examine this Issue 
separately and come up with its proposal for amendment in the Pilotage and 
Towage order. 

10.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 
application of mind, the representation of the MSSLOA for reduction in the licence fee for water 
conveyance is hereby rejected. 

10.2. This Authority, however, approves inclusion of the following note in the Section 

I of the Bunder Scale of Rates: 

“L/cence fee for use of Bunders shall not be levied separately on vessels 
which pay licence fee for water conveyance under the Port of Mumbai Pilotage, 

Tug Assistance, Towage, Mooring and Other Services Fees order". 

10.3. Likewise, this Authority also approves the following note under Table XIII of 
the Port of Mumbai Pilotage, Tug Assia^nce, Towage, Mooring and Other Services Fee Order. 

"L/cence fee for water conveyance shall not be levied separately on vessels 
which are registered under the Bunders and paying licence fee under Section I 
of the Bunder Scale of Rates ", 

10-4. The MBPT is directed to incorporate the above provisions in its Scale of Rates. 

II • The amendments to the MBPT Scales of Rates ordered above shall come into 
force on expiry of thirty days from the date of notification of this Order in the Gazette of India. 


S, SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Adsl ,/III/IV/l 43/2(.)00/Exty J 
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